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The Soviet Ark Depart

Deportations of

&
-

Amid Rousing Cheers

1

Anarchists Are

Approved and More Are

Calied

For

E GO, but wa return,®
“ \‘.ﬂ announced Emma

Goldman and Alex-

ander Berkman, as
they boarded the transport Buford,
to sail, with their 247 companions,
to that land which they have
pointed out as a model to this coun-
try. The country is frankly over-
joyed to see them go, and is not con-
cerned over their return. “They
will not return,"” says “The Washing-
ton, Evening Star,” “they have had
their day, much too long a day, in
America. They should have been
deported years ago. It is inconceiv-
ghle that such creatures will ever be
tolerated in this country again. We
gre ‘on to' their kind, and condi-
tions are such that the gates must be
ghut against them."”

Alorg with the rejoicings that
speed the parting guests the hope is
generally expressed that the Buford
will prove to be the firat of a new
transatiantic service, which will not
cease until there has been a substan-
tal diminution in the number of
¢hese alien agitators. We have been

too slow glready, in the opinion of |

“I'he Providence Journal,” too much | picion that the government has been |

time has been wasted in rounding up
the “Reds”™ and listening to their
for continued permission
to stay here and attack our insti-

tutions:

#rpgsona’

The Faster the Better

“Tha ‘Reds’ ara entitled to no con-|
piders whatever; the {faster they

are jailed and ment out of the country
the better it will be for the American
people; the disposal of the first lot
gives a precedent worth following. The
number at large i3 very great, end the
povernment should continue with viger
the work thus well begun.”

“The ghost of old-tlme resent-
t arainst anti-sedition laws no
should serve as a bogey to
n the nation against neces-
spizlation for self-pratection,”
“The Philadelphia Evening
“There is a difference be-

| tween preaching fres speech and
| revolution. The present anarchist
| propaganda is just as dangerous as
|the German propaganda of Bern-
| storff and his associates and should
be treated with equal severity.”

Entire Country Praises

This frame of mind, as shown in
the House of Representatives by {ta
Iunanlmoua passing of the deporta-
i tion bill, meets with praige from al-
! mest the entire country. “The Proy-
| idence Journal” (Rep.), “The Phil-
adelphia Inquirer’” (Rep.), “Thae
Pittsburgh Gazette-Times” (Rep.)
and “The New York Times"
(Dem.) agree that the situation
needed severer laws to include all
| varieties of alien revolutionists
- .« not only, warns “The Times,”
those guilty of the overt act but
“the propagandist in the press, the

helper with the purse as well as the:

maker of the bomb."” “The Pitts-
burgh Gazette-Times,” however,
does mnot consider that thia begin-
ning of actusl deportation will ex-
plain the previous “inexcusable de-
lay,” and ssks for light on the gus-

harboring people of radical sympa-
thies. “The time is opportune for
the President to uncover what the
Department of Labor would keep
(secret.””  “The Philadelphia In-
'quirer” would have the Bolshevist
| “Ambassador,” IMartens, head the
next passenger list.

“The New York World,” which

gent sedition laws, approves of this
one, but advises a liberal construe-
tion, After all, the law ghould favor
true liberalism:

“It is resh to predict how the new
law will serve. The rule it secks to

apply sheuld be ratlier faverable than |

otherwise to that broad liberalism in
progress which most Americans desire,

No proposal of governmental change |

i+

is so radical that !t cannot be sought
by constitutional methoda. The coun-
ter mensce of Tory reaction will be

| less potent if the enem!as of the peo-

| has been warning against too strin- |

ple"s republic are deprived of thelr
power to insplre terror and invite
chaos.”

The deporteas, of course, have
protested vigorously against the
government’s harshness, but their
complaints have called forth no sym-
pathy except from radical papers.
“The New York Times'" explains
their reluctance to leave thus:

“In what other 'bourgecis' common-
wealth can they live so well, meet with so
much officlal tolerance or long suffering,
make s0 much nolss and money? They
are cerried from our shores, klcking
and screaming, so to speak, In a prola-
tarian state they cannot hops to eat
of the fat and drink of the awest, nor
will thelr venity long be inade happy
by the sound of the trumpets of no-
torlety.”

Rather than complain, reminds
“The New York Evening Sun,” they
should be thankful that America.
being pood-natured and disinelined
to severity, has adopted so mild a
method as deportation . . . in
contrast to Russia, where 350 have
been executed for complicity in au
anti-Bolshevik plot. “The Hartford
Courant' notices how weil off they
all seemed, especially Emma Golid-

man, with her “riely fuvs and fine |

{ruiment,” and she was not the only
|"“anarchist-capitalizst” who sailed on
the Baford.

A Prosperous Bunch

“It was a prosperons bunch that the
Buford tock away. All of them, or &t
lenst the great majority of them, came
| to America poor and unsuecessful.

Here they evidently prospered, either
| as professional agitutors or as berne-
| ficlaries of the country's industrial
| prosperity. While they were prosper-
ing end exchanging thelr cheap and
tattered garments for well made snd
well Atting clothes and were laving up
money in banks they were denouncing
the land in which they hnd found the
means to improve so materially their
conditlon and were siriving to upset
| the system that provided them with
: protection and opportunity.”

| “The Providence Journal” is not
|at all concerned over the prespact
| that all this property 'will be confis-
cated on arrival in Soviet Russia.
To think that, a3 Russia i3 so dan-
gerous 2 place, we should let them
|stay here and continue their revolu-
tionary work! What happens to
them after their landing is none of
our concern. They are ‘‘despondent
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voyagers for Utopia,"” thinks
New York Sun,! although, if we are
to believe their praises of Russia as
a land of perfection theyw should he
|overjoyed at the prospect of poing
there, “The Washington Evening
Star" speculates on what may hap-
|pen when they get here, They are
Ima.in}y orators and soapbox agita-
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Garbage Fleet

—From The Providence Journal

T

tors, of which Russia has had quite
engurh,  The Soviet pgovernment
needs  constructive  ability, not

words, just now., The new arrivals
will =inlt info ohscurity; they cannot
pose as mariyrs in a land alrveady
1ull of them.

One of the few dissenting nates
in the joy felt at their departure is

[found In “The New York Ewvening

World,” which fears that a drastic
poliey against agitators will result
in swinging popular sympathy to
their side, a= zhown by Berger's in-
creased vote i Milwaukee. Repress
sion by itself cam never overcome
unrest; evil conditions rcausing it
must be remedied.

| gentsia.
| wrath expressed by the more ex-

Radical

Protests

Bitter Attacks of Extremists Call Procedure a Vio-

lation of Rights of Free

Speech Worthy of Czar

GAINST the
general opinfon of the |
country supporting the de-
portations i3 an equally |

unanimous |

W., of socialism and of the intelli- |
Typical of the passion and |

treme papers is the following edi-

itorial from ‘“The New York Call”:

“In the name of ‘law and order,’ 240
‘eds’ and ‘radicala’ of varying seccial,
politieal and economic beliefs have
been lawlessly deporteid by administra-
tive process tn Russiu. We are confi-

dent that many of the deportees are
happy to get away from the terroriam,
the assaults and the imprisonments to
which they have been subjected and

| that they will meet with tolorince at

llome, But these deportations, of
which thesa 24l are first, set a
precedent which will make for a per-
manent policy. |

the

Cowardly Editors

“Tho upstarts who ara guilty of
these lawlesa proceedings and the re-
sctionary journala that approve of
them pay homage= to the Constitution
and the lawful processes it is sup-
pused to guarantee fo men and women
charged with public offenses. They |
use the Constitution as & footmat and
then tear a passion to tatlers because
of the contempt of ‘radicals’ for their
concept of ‘law and order. If there
tre any anarchista tals ecountry—
uzing that word in 13 worst
they ara to be found smong thesas
functionaries of the Administration
and the cowardly editors who knife |
rights in the back while burning in-
conse at the shrine of ‘democracy.’”

in

SUnse—

Maore moderate in tone and conced-

"ing that even men of liberal opinion |

“find it hard to he patient with a
man who insists that the state must
be aliolished," is “The New Republie,”
which none the less feels it to be its
duty to oppose such deportations. !
Its argument is, in fact, as follows:|
“Under acts of Congress as they are |

now interpreted and enforced by the
Bureau of Immigration, and sustained
‘o the lower Federal courts, xny person
who 18 not m citizen of the United
States, however long he may have been

{unanimous condemnation uttered I a resident, however peaceable and law-
|by the radical organs of the I. W. |

abiding he may have been, may be
summoned befors an inspector of the
Bureau of Immigration and subjected
to an inquisition into hia beliefs. ™ He
may prove that he has never advocated,
and does not believe in, violence, dis-
obedience to law, or active oppoaition
to the government. He may be a non-
rezistant, a philosophic anarchist, a
follower of Tolstoy and Kropotkin, he
may never have taken a single active
step toward bringing about the state-
less millennium for which he yearns.

| 3ot for what he has done, not even for

what he has publicly advocated, but
for his private opinions as extracted in
a governmental inquisition, he can be
banished from the United States.

“He 1s entitled to no trial by juryinme
court of justice. The usual safeguards

ué process of law are denied him.
Even the issue of his citizenship may
be econclusively passed upon by the
immigration inspector and his admin-
istrative superiors. Tha only jurls-
diction the courta can exercise is
through the mechanism of a writ of
habeas corpus to ascertain that the

immigration inspector gave the suspact

# hearing, and the opportunity (gen-
erally illuzory because of the suapect’s
poverty ) of representation by ecounael,
that he did not misinterpret the law,
and there was some evidence upon
which he eould met

. s .

The Spirit of Fair Play

“Yet it 1s Impossible to believs that
the averasge American, brought up to
believe that in this conntry if nowhers
elae opinions are free, accustomed te
the spirit of fair piay !n judielal pro-
cedure, and with an ingrained deteata-
tion of czarist administrative methods,
will in the long run tolerate such
governmental outrages. If we do not
repent and expiate the anarchist de-
portations and sedition prosecutions of
1919, as we repented and expiated the
prosecutions under the alien and sedi-
tion laws of 1798, our natlonal worship
of liberty and due process of law will
indeed have a hollow sound.”

Packers Yield a

ers is a famous victery
for Attorney General Pal-
mer, but will the public
Probably
not, agcording to the everwhelming
Even the
extreme Democratie partisans, like

benefi” in lower prices?
hote of editorial opinion.

“The New York Times,"” after prais-

i the feat, caution the public
not to be oversanguine of immedi-
&le drops in prices. Practically all

€
NSCRAMBLING the pack-|

e
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Famous

ceopt, of courss, in tha fleld of publie
e3 The packers’” compromise
ba necessary under g democratic
em, since the people's official repra-
centatlves eling to the poliey of break-
£ up and otherwite preventing great
binations. In fact, this compro-
mize mey play en importent part in
the process of medifying the economic
views of the country and causing such
a change of poliey that combinationz
or powerful corporations be
suthorized and eneouraged under snund
government regulation.”

muy

will

Even mare pozitive doubts are ax-

Penned

BUSINESS

—

—¥rom The St. Louis Post-Dispateoh.

Republican opinion, most i‘ndepend-
€0t papers and a majority of Demo-

ratic papers, are frankly cynical|

of the whole proceeding. Says “The
Chicago News” (Ind. Rep.):

“Tims ‘may prove that the whole
80Ty of the Sherman nct is unsound,
88 the late Colonel Rooevelt con-
tanded, Already there is practically
B0 reason to doubt that the really
®Tective preventive of the abusse of

8onomic power and of otential
Monopoly Is wiss and fully lequate
Togulution, with representatic of the
Bovernment and the public he di-
Iectorates of dominating co itiona. [

“Faith in our anti-trust ilation

88 not yel heen sufficiently uaken to
admit of large scale experiments under
$he theory of controlled combinations,

:od by “The Philadelphia Eve-
Bulletin” (Rep.), which fails to
yw similar unseramblings in the
f of the Tobacco Trust and tle
Standard Oil Company benefited the
| publie:

“The Federal Trade Conmunission ap
| nenrs to have won a famoua vietory, bur
i‘\.\'hﬂt good will come of it we cannot
tell. To be sure, breakfast foods may
| now come into competition with pork
|pmducts, canned fish and lobster can
I make faces at tinned beef, and the egus
lnugh at the bacon. The bogey of
| & food monopoly is luid lew, but will
the price of corned beef, for instance,

| can

| be lowered as a result of the now
order? That is tho test which in-

terests the average man.”

“The Springfield Republican”(Ind,

| Hep.) applauds the victory and con-;

ceives that a real check has been ad-
| ministered to the monopoelistic con-
trol of the Awmerican food markel.
It discuszes the whole problem and
its relation to socialism az follows:

“True, a great servicas to anclety
may have been performed through the
economies made possible by the effi-
| elency of large-scale muanapement, The
story of the prafftable utilization of the
by-products food animals by
coneentrated packing industry reads
like & romanca, The Lumerous saying
that everything in & pir was now made
an article of commerce except the
squenl had & basis in reality. The won-
| derful ellmination of waste haa been
one of the remariable achisvements
|'and services of this industry.

“Yet, if the foed wa eat, the soap
we 1se, the Jesther we wear and
numersus other necessarlea of every-
dav life ars to be under the control of
a fow private induostrial msgnates on
s tremendous scale, without effective
competition, why should we any longer

of the

repard the industrisl ergunizetion as
free' or a3z econcistent with individusl
initintive Bnd libarty?
chasa (13 jiata
Into the next town if live
anvhow under & form of seciallsm pri-
vately conducted for
This I8 the heart of the issus, and
thers {8 something to it besides the

Why damn =o-

cinlism and TH

Wo InURL

private profit?|

niere question of cheapne:s ol prices.

As for reducing prices, “The Re-
publican' econecedes that no such re-
sult is to be hoped for, and even dis-
cussea the possibility that the ulti-
| mate result upon prices may be to
demonstrate the superior economy of
combination.

A typical expression of Dlemo-
cratic opinion of the move extreme
type is the following fram “The Phil
adelphia Hecord™:

“In inducing the hip nuan
Swift & Co., Avmour & o, blorris &
Co, Wilsen & d the

| Cudshy Packing Company—to with-
| draw from all intersais oxcept those
direct!y Involved in the productlon of
| meat, poultry, butter, cgrs and cheess,
the povernment has scored a
vietory tnan many an Administration
has been alle boast of. In the
| noarly eight vears of Ropsevelt aceils
| paney of the White Hottse Fo arcan-

PRuUKora

Co.,

I

an

greater

o

al

plished nothing of such wit impor-
tanca to the average American, 14]
thern §z nothing in the Taft” récime
{n eompore with it Bur the miuch-
! maligned Wilsen rntinns e
sliles winning War, to mers
sfon but one of ita many [oats, Brings

tie packers to terma with |
Geniera]l Leonard Wood would make in
the

Heliy LD

| addressing a Bunday school on
burning lessona of patriotiem”

Victory

Last H

EW, if any, prospoeis ave
claimed for the anti-prohi-
bition  forees, either of an

ouasis hefore the fatal 16th of
January, or of some way ol proving
the Eichtesnth Amendment to be
unennstitutional. The Supreme
Court's decizinn in favor of war-tune
prohibition proved a hitter disap-
pointment to thoze who had been
preparing to send hupe stecks of
to the vcities
Ohristmas, or at least one final
rrand and glorious New Year's Eve,
such as there used to be before the
War.,

It felt to bg more and more
probahle that, in the words of “The
Loz Angeles Times!"” “Bohemia is
passing, whether for good or ill"
still, after the fiest shoek, 1t awvas
penevally agreed that the Supreme
Court wasg right, irvespective of the
merit:s of prohibition itself, { the
state of o was over, net only the
prohibition act, LUt the othér war-
rHme A
paping

ol

liquor for a *

Lk,
g

3, such as the Lever aml
o hills, whi

beon pa

b bBave

tensively used recentiy, would have
coased to function.

Many olther pgpers are cantent
to leave the matter lhe while

somie gzo further, to praise or blunie

T,

opES

Congress, and to discuss the ques-
tion: Has Ijquor 4 §

wvichance?

Those who :11:51.-‘. i
itself uree t
gatt will far offset
of the liqudr and in revenue to the
government, If the

prohibi-

at the ultimate

tion in

lusses 1n valae

saloon

Wis &

Ideterrent to efficiency and aid to

#IK3
why

Liars?

the during the war,
“The Rocky Mountuin News"
arxvious to let
Profibition is

an evonomic issue. The de

BHemy

he down the
not & sentimental but
: “when
s wnpes
tiome in & lHanid form under his
hide and beat his wife s#s an ap-]|
propriate end to a perfect day' are
pone forever, thinks “The Arkansas |
Gazette.”  “John will he miszed,” |
says “The St. Paul Daily News,!'|
Hag tuberculo=is, smallpos or tooth- |
ache if they were suddenly abol-
ighed.” There will, of course, be

a-man could carey his wee

some ineunvenienee at tirst, hut that
s only the “haneovse” after our
wetb days, but, a3

Pablie Ledroer a f

cauged by drink were mach worse,

But the *“wats' ™ chi

guesiion 1s

what ean he done

not who ddad it bu

abont 1t e only pogsible chanees
|

are ratification of the peace treuty,

which would leave a brief period be-

o e =

Railroads Must Be Returned—But HowY

T I8 difficult to draw any definite
conclusions from the public opin-

1

‘ind problents, save the basic one

thiat there i2 apparently an over- |

whelming sentiment againgt public
ownership of the Plumb plan type or
any other type. Support for nation-
| alization is confined to Mr. Bryan,
| Senator La Folletts, the former

{ labor supporters of the Plumb plan |

| and the radical press of the country.
| Both Demecratic and Republican
| papers are almost unanimous in de-

manding a return to private owner- |

| ship. As *“Tha Bouston
states this zeneral attitude:

Herald"

"“Thea general public is far from be.
ing gratified with the results of gov-

to date. 1t has watched deficita piling
up; it has seen incrensing inefficiency,
the deterioration of rolling stoek,
tracks snd plent, and =& continuous
practice of 'grabbing whila the grab-
bing ts good' on the part of different
groups of employees. 1t has borne
these developments with patienece dur-
ing the war and demobilization as a
part of the necessary war hyrden, but
to continue them for two years or mors
of peace, to promote the ‘nationaliza-

ion of the country upon the rail- |

crnment operation of the ruilroads up |

»

tien' of the roads under the Flumb
plan, would be teo much,

“The Hope of the
nationn!, industrial, business and pub-
lig interests dependent uj i
| of the millions of Amevieans who neve
invested their savings In them, lics in
thelr return to private managenient as
goon a3 may be, under legicliation al-
lowing them to aerve the nation effi-
ciently, to repair deteriorntion, to com-
pensate adequately all graupa of their
smployees, and to earn a fair return
upon their egpital

thp railrands, of

n them, |

Between the two plans now em-
bodied in bills—the Cummins bill,
which has just passed the Scnate,
and the Esch Will, which the House
| passed some time age—opinion has
little detailed eriticism to offer.
recognized that the two bills must
now be thrashed over at length in

|conference and that anything may |
regult. A number of papers hope|

that the anti-strike featurs of the
Cumming bill will be preserved, but
the opposition of labor is recognized
as a powerful fagtor i the Hlouse.

An interesting comparizon of the|

two bills is tha following from “The
[

J

It i1

in a number of other Demeccratic
SOULCes !

“"The Cummins: vail bill  hes
paased the Seante suir tally mg M

Hig§s 4 no-
He de-
sorves credit for couregeous innova-
tlona, whether or not they are wholly
wise, To Bim go the chief respons!l-
bility and the credit for such radical

Cummaina framed B, and G

table tribute to the Senator,

changes In our reilroad peliey, if en- |

acted into law, ps & government guar-
antee of a minimum retarn on the pri-
veto capitnl invested and the strength-
ening of woeak reads with the surplus
earnings of Firong roads, esmpulsory

consolidation ©of railreads into some
twenty-five or thirty systems corre-

sponding to as trEnsportation
Federal incorporation the
companied, a division of authority be-
tween the old Interstate Commerce
Comnission and a new Federal trans-
portation board, and declaring strikes
in Interstate commerce unlawful,

“The Ilouse bill {8 much ths more
conservative, in that it leaves tha old
before the war more
By s0 mueh the House
iy leaa of n departure from the
af ownership. It
permits consolidations of railroad, but

many

ATENE, of

araer existing
nearly intact.
bill

principles private

Springfield Republican,” whose high it does not compel them. It does not
praise of Senator Cummins is echoed | create a new body to divide authority | aiternative presented.

tha Inteyatate Commeree Com-
It lenves rate mading exactly
It doas

return

with

m

where it wna hofera the war.

not BoAr

Fuarant
nl to the rallrogd secarity holders.
seause it 18 w0 conservative the Housa
pill mav be serinusiy defective, for the
| old ayatem, the opinion of
| the foremost atthorities, had broken
down, regard te credity, the ruil-
roads were being statved and their de-
velopment imyedad

lanienam arn

according

Tr
LT3

“Tho Cummina bill repreaents . an »f-
fort, and awvery sl

the advantages of gov

ship swith the perpeta

tgwWnetr-

ion of private
ownershin, 12 based on the |
nRBumption th&t rovernment ownerahlp |
is out of tha questlon. Thus it goes
far toward the consolidation of s:rnng:
and weak lines: in rate-making it re-
guires rates thint will yield a ‘fair re:
turn, whila

alth

the puaranteed minimum
return amounts to the use of the gowv-
ernment credit to insure privately
gWned rallroads against underfeeding
| or bankruptey, -the weak and the strong |
rosds being practically merged in the |
emple bosem of the government's finan-

eial powir antl resgurcea.”

In gener:l thers is astonishinzly
little digcussion of the bills in detail,
| and, aside from the Plumb pian, no|

| flung inte pelitics

| try

of the Beaten

“Wets”

fore the fatal 16th of January, but
time is flying: a sueceszful attack
the itself, and
ivophole remaining in the: faet that
the Supreme Court did not deeide
what constitutes intoxicating liquor.
“The Baltimore American” reminds
us that nothing has been decided as
to the aleoholic content to be al-
lowed ; upholding war prohibition or
comstitutional prohibition does not
the half per cent rate.
“There i3 a loophole,” agrees “The
Philadelphia Inquirer,” *“for beer
and light wines.”

o1 anjendiment the

estublish

“What {s an intoxicuting beverage?
Is it tha right and duty of Congresa to
defina 17 I s, it is not diffcult ts
anticipate that the auestion will he

Y

kareafter: IT ona

Congreea can limit alechol teo
half of one per cent, another can raiss
the limit to four or any other per cent
within reason, can it net?

“Public sentiment in the end will
govern. If it decides that the coun-
is better off without beer,
wress will acquiesce. 1f
faur por cent bedr and 1i
will eieet representatives
ton whao will proceed to author
But it may be taken for grar

one

Con-

the day of *hard stuf* {s gone forever.”

If Congress should pass a reso-
lution (=uch as the Knox resolution)
declaring the state of war ended
the President could sipn it and de-
clare demobilization at an end, says
Tha New York Tribune. Time
for this, however, has almost ex-
pired, and the principal question
new concerns the possibility of over-
throwing the amendment, an at-
tempt now being made by that pe-
culiarly independent Rhode
I=land. 1is attempt, according to
“The Knickerbocker Press,” is
based on Article X of the Consti-
tution, reserving puwérs not dele-
gated to Congress to the states.
But The New York Tribune
argues that “We, the people,’” es-
tablished the Constitution and have
a right to amend it as we wish.

Judging from all this, the “wets’ "
chances are considered very slim.
There may be a brief period before
the 16th or pessibly the 29th of
January, but the amendment will
atand, according to the general
view, although the liquor supporters
will probably fight a desperate legal
battle until the bitter end.

state,

Temporarily Solid, Anvhow




